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TRANSLATION OF DECISION OF REFUSAL 

Mailing Date: January 8, 2008 



Patent Application Number: 2000-571356 

Title of the Invention: SYSTEM FOR ACCESSING PERSONAL 

COMPUTERS REMOTELY 

This patent application is refused for the reasons stated in 
the Notice of Reasons for Refusal dated August 31, 2007. 

The Written Argument and the Request for Correction of 
Incorrect Translation have been examined. No basis has been 
found, however, which may be sufficient to overcome the 
previously given reason(s) for refusal. 

Remarks: 

Claims 1-33 

The applicant has filed the Request for Correction of 
Incorrect Translation on November 28, 2007, and argues in the 
written argument that, comparing the subject application with 
the specification of U.S. Patent No. 5732212 (hereinafter, cited 
document 1), the cited document 1 does not disclose the 
following features of the subject application: (1) video process 
circuit operating independently of the operating system on the 
host computer; (2) digitizing analog RGB video signals; (3) 
synchronizing analog RGB video signals; (4) communicating 
digitized RGB video signal via a network interface 
communicating with a network medium; (5) viewing video in 
essentially real-time; (6) viewing real-time video over a network 
even when a host computer has locked up; and (7) mouse 
synchronizer which corrects mouse lag by coordinating the 
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mouse input and the mouse signals captured by the video 
capture circuit. The applicant contends that therefore the 
subject application could not have easily been made by a person 
skilled in the art, based on the invention recited in the cited 
document L 

As to (1), since it has been well known that a modem 
connected to a host computer operates independently of the 
operating system of the host computer, it is a matter of a design 
choice for a person skilled in the art to arrange the video 
process circuit to operate independently of the operating system, 
on the host computer, in the cited document 1. 

As to (2) and (3), the cited document 1 recites a video 
raster signal which is equivalent to the analog RGB video signal 
of the subject application. The cited document 1 therefore 
teaches the digitization of analog RGB video signals (see 
ABSTRACT). 

Also, the synchronization along with the digitization of 
analog video signals has been well known (see, for example, 
International Publication No. 97/34277, in particular Page 8, 
line 27 to page 9, line 4 thereof (Japanese PCT National Phase 
Unexamined Patent Publication No. 2001-500981, in particular 
page 16 thereof). 

As to (4), the cited document 1 recites that a digitized 
RGB video signal is transmitted via a network interface 
communicating with a network medium (see ABSTRACT, lines 
15-50 of column 11, and Fig. 1). 

As to (5) and (6), the cited document 1 recites that video 
image of an RGB video signal is viewed over a network even 
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when a host computer has locked up (see column 10, lines 
19-45). 

Taking into account that the cited document 1 teaches 
that video is viewed even if the host computer has locked up, it 
is considered that the document is arranged to allow the user to 
view video real-time. 

As to (7), it has been well known that a mouse input by a 
remote user and the input thereof are transmitted to a center, 
and mouse lag is corrected by adjusting a mouse signal 
returned from the center (see (3) in the paragraph [0021] and 
Fig! 13 of Japanese Laid-Open Patent Publication No. 
8-214270/1996). By incorporating the well-known art into the 
cited document 1, a person skilled in the art could have easily 
corrected mouse lag by coordinating the mouse input and the 
mouse signals captured by the video capture circuit as in the 
subject application. 

The argument of the applicant is therefore unacceptable. 



Should the applicant wish to dispute this Decision of 
Refusal of the patent application, an appeal may be filed within 
30 days of the mail date of the Decision. If the applicant is 
residing outside Japan, additional 60 days are provided (Section 
121(1) of Japanese Patent Law). 

Information in relation to the provisions in Section 46(2) 
of Japanese Administrative Case Litigation Law: 

For the Decision of Refusal, a revocation action may be 
filed only against a decision on appeal regarding the same 
(Section 178(6) of Japanese Patent Law). 
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